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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 1 July 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 5 claim "two kinds of polyurethane resins such as ". This phrase is 
deemed indefinite. 

The phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear whether 
the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). 

Furthermore "kinds" is a synonym for "types" and therefore renders the claim 
indefinite because the addition of the word "type" to an otherwise definite expression 
extends the scope of the expression so as to render it indefinite. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(b).Ex parte Copenhaver, 109 USPQ 118 (Bd. App. 1955). 

Dependent claims 2-4 and 6-8 are rejected for their dependence from a claim 
rejected under 35 USC 112. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over any 
one of Kurose 6,063,500, Abe et al US 5,451 ,464, or Murayama US 5,972,515 in view 
of Kato US 61 14057 and Kato JP 2002-025035. 

Kurose, Abe et al and Murayama et al each disclose a magnetic recording 
medium obtained by coating on a non-magnetic support a magnetic coating material 
having a magnetic powder and a binder dispersed in a solvent, wherein the binder 
contains two different polyurethane resins. (Note: "contains" is open claim language). 

The combinations of the two polyurethane resins is intended to replace or 
improve upon the prior art use of a more rigid high Tg vinyl chloride polymer in 
combination with a more flexible lower Tg polyurethane polymer. 

These cited patents do not specifically limit the two polyurethane polymers to 
applicants preferred embodiments. 

However, they are deemed of the "same kind" "such as" the presently claimed 
polyurethane polymers. 

The two polyurethane polymers of the references. Kato et al '035 who teach the 
use of aromatic diisocyanates to raise the Tg of the polyurethane while Kato '057 teach 
polyester polyurethanes having rigid chain members to raise Tg. These polymers are 
also deemed of the "same kind" "such as" the presently claimed polyurethane polymers. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to independently 
regulate the Tg and polar groups content of the two polyurethane polymers to optimize 
durability and electromagnetic characteristics of the magnetic layer by control of the 
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viscosity and dispersibility of the magnetic and non-magnetic powder of the magnetic 
layer and the final balace of properties contributed by each of the polyurethane resins.. 

The claim limitations of claims 2-4 and 6-8 may be found in the examples of 
these references. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stevan A. Resan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1513. The examiner can normally be reached on Tues-Thurs from 7:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carol Chaney, can be reached at 571-272-1284. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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